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ON THE PROPER GENERIC NAME OF THE TUNNY AND ALBICORE. 

KY THEODORE GILL. 

Ill 1S17, ill tlie fiDst edition of the Eegne Aiiiiuiil, Cuvier proposed 
two snhgenerii of Scomber^ whieli lie employed, however, in a generic 
sense; one, Thijnniis, wns based upon the common Tunny (with which 
were associated other and smallei’ siiecies), iiaving inodei*ate pectoral 
tins; and the other, Orcynns, was based upon tlie A lc> I onya ot' the Med- 
iterranean, and characterized by the long pectoral tins. Snbseiinently, 
by many ichthyologists, these two genera were combined into one, nn- 
der the name Tliynnus. In 1801 the present writer replaced the name 
Thynnus by the term OryennSj which was substituted, inasinuch as 
Thyumts was used for a genus of hymenopterons insects by Fabricins 
in 1775. This name Orycaus was simply due to a misreading of tlie 
name OrcyniiSj and was subsequently replaced by Orcynus in its correct 
form. Nevertheless, in 1803, Dr. J. G. Cooper, in the Proceedings of 
the California Academy of Natural Sciences” (vol.3, p. 77), proposed to 
revert to the old groups of Cuvier in the following terms, describing a 
snpiiosed new species, related to the Alalonga of the Mediterranean, 
which he called Orcynus pacificus : 

‘^This species is one of several confounded by sailors under the 
Spanish names of Albicore and Bonito. The English name Tunny is 
applied to an allied species on the coast of F]urope, the Thynnus vuJya- 
rns*, Cuv., and to its near reprcs entative, the T. sccitndi-dorsaUs, ^torev, 
of the eastern American coast. These, however, are evidently of a dif- 
ferent genus, and as Thynnus is pre-occupied in insects, the name Oryc- 
nus, applied by Gill to the same type, may perhajis be retained, al- 
though founded on a mistakc,^^ 

Without reference to the reality of what was so evident to Dr. Cooper, 
we need only recall that liere the name Orycnus was specifically pro- 
posed to be retained, at the same time that Orcynus was used for a 
related genus. 

In 1888, Professor Jordan, in the ^‘Proceedings of the Academy 
of Natural Sciences of Philadelphia” (reprinted in the “Annals and 
Alagazine of Natural History ” for 1888), a[)i)arently overlooking this 
specific application of the naiiie Orycnns by Cooper, pro^iosed the new 
name Albicora for the same genns, inasmuch as Orcynus had been used 
in 1815 for a genus of Carangids by Bafiuesque, while Thijunus of Cu- 
vier, as is well known, had been i)ie-occii[)ied for a genns of hymenop- 
terons insects. 

The present author would have been glad if the name Orycnus could 
have fallen into “innocuous (lisnetudo ” bat inasmuch as it hacl h^e\\ 
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si)ecitic;illy iuhl with malice prepense l osm i ccted mikI i)roi>osc(l for re- 
tention by Cooper, it inn>t suiely be icTaiiied lor tliej:;'enns coinin*isin^’ 
the Tniiiiy and Albieori*. Jt belon<;s to a eat(*^-oiy of whieh tlieie are 
many illiistiatioii'^, bein^- an ainyt;rain of anot her name, and nmneions 
siieli have been propos(‘d deliberalely and g<Tierally adoi)ted, .such as 
I\nu(Jin{s and Liunj}(inis, anagrams ol* J*alinarus, and various others. 

If it is ](‘presented tliat the word Orijcinis is merely due to a slij) of 
llie p(*n or typoi;rai)hieal (o ror, and tin relbre should not l)e retained, 
w(‘ ean, in i'(‘ply. rider for an analogous reti'iilioii of an ineorieet foi in 
to no less an antlioiily than Ihofc'ssor Jordan. In tin* liftli edition of 
his exeidliMit worlv, ^-A .Alannal of tlie Vei'tebrate A nimals of the Xin lh- 
erii United States/’ pnblisliial a eonide of niontlis a^’o (188S, ]>. 1)2), we 
find tlie word AthleuneSj \\h\d\ was ori;.^‘inally proposed in b^8(> as a 
desi<;nation for the Belonc hians of Cnvier and ValeneJiMines. As we 
snsiieeted at the time of publication, this name is I'eally derived from 
an ancient Creek synonym of the common Bdone helone of Euroiie, 
witliont iniicosity.^’ 

Xeveitheless, in a foot-note to the Manual we are informed that 'Mhis 
name was inadvertently printed ^xVthlenneSj^ and may remain so j M/c 
lenncs^ was intended.” Surely, then, in strict analogy with such usage, 
the name Orpeniis can be retained as the generic designation of the 
Tunny. 



